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lines, to introduce an alteration commanded by his sovereign,
is to me utterly incomprehensible. But what need after all of
new-writing ? There was but a single syllable, in difference be-
tween the two names, to be supplied; which might surely be
effected, in some places at least, without an entirely new line.
The verses in question are, at present, as follows:

1.  " Away, good Ned.    Falstqff sweats to death ;"

2.  " And asking every one for sir John Falstqff; "

3* " Give me my sword and cloak; Falstqff good night;"
4<. *e Now, Falstqff, where have you been all this while ?"

5.  " Fare you well, Falstqff, I, in my condition; "

6.  ef Well, vou must now speak sir John Falstqff fair; "

7.  '* Go, carry Sir John Falstqff to the Fleet; "
And may be supposed to have stood originally thus :

1.  " Away, good Ned.    Oldcastle sweats to death ; "

2.  " And asking every one for sir John Oldcastle ; "

3.  u Give me my sword and cloak; good night, Oldcastle ; "

4.  te Now, Oldcastle, where've you been all this while? " or,
" Oldcastle, where have you been all this while? "

5.  ** Fare you well, Oldcastle, I, in my condition ; "

6.  4* You must now speak sir John Oldcastle fair;"

7.  ct Go, carry sir John Oldcastle to the Fleet; " or,
" Carry sir John Oldcastle to the Fleet." .

Now, it is remarkable, that, of these seven lines, thejirst actually
requires the name of Oldcastle to perfect the metre, which is at
present a foot deficient, and consequently affords a proof that it
was originally written to suit that name and no other; the second
andjz/7?A do not require the alteration of a single letter ; the third
but a slight transposition ; and the fourth, sixth, and seventh, the
addition at most of a single syllable. So that all this mighty
labour, which no one acquainted with our author's history and
works can suppose him to have undergone, consisted in the sub-
stitution of Foistaff for Oldcastle, the transposition of two 'words,
and the addition of three syllables ! a prodigious and insurmoun-
table fatigue to be sure ! which might have taken no less space
than two long minutes ; and which, after all, he might probably
and safely commit to the players.

However the character of Sir John Oldcastle, in the original
play, might be performed, he does not, from any passage now in
it, appear to have been either a pampered glutton or a coward;
and therefore it is a fair inference that all those extracts from
early writers, in which Oldcastle is thus described, refer to our
author's character so called, and not to the old play. If it be
true that Queen Elizabeth, on seeing both or either of these plays
of Henry IV. commanded Shakspeare to produce his fat knight in
a different situation, she might at the same time, out of respect
to the memory of Lord Cobham, have signified a desire that he
would change his name; which, being already acquainted with-